viewing  the 


The  U.  S.  has  now  made  it  clear  that  it  will  stand  by  pro-Western 
Lebanon.  The  conflict  in  that  tiny  republic  is  more  than  internal. 
President  Nasser’s  UAR  has  been  waging:  war  by  press  and  radio 
and  also  by  the  influx  of  arms  and  agents  from  Syria  like  the  fedayeeh 
infiltration  of  Israel  two  years  ago. 

Heretofore,  it  was  believed  that  under  the  Eisenhower  Doctrine, 
U.  S.  intervention  is  sanctioned  only  when  the  aggressor  is  controlled 
by  international  Communism.  The  U.  S.  has  been  unwilling  to  pin  the 
Communist  label  on  Nasser  and  some  skeptics  have  doubted  whether 
the  Administration  would  ever  write  off  any  power  as  a  Communist 
satellite. 

How  then  could  the  U.  S.  come  to  Lebanon’s  aid? 


Afoy  15-29 

Four  Israel  policemen  and  the  head 
of  the  UN  Mixed  Armistice  Commis¬ 
sion,  who  was  trying  to  rescue  them, 
were  shot  and  killed  on  Mt.  Scopus  by 
Jordanian  soldiers.  Two  other  Israel 
policemen  were  wounded.  The  officer 
was  Lt.  Col.  George  A.  Flint,  of  Can¬ 
ada.  Some  of  the  men  might  have  lived 
if  the  Jordanians  had  not  rejected  a 
cease-fire  appe^  and  continued  to  shoot 
for  six  hours  after  the  men  had  been 
wounded,  thus  making  rescue  work  im¬ 
possible  until  nightfall.  UN  Secretary 
General  Dag  Hammarskjold  deplored 
the  killings  and  called  for  new  efforts 
to  restore  peace.  Jordan  recently  held 
up  Israel  convoys  to  Mt.  Scopus  on 
pretexts  that  required  repeated  UN 
intervention. 

Twenty-four  hours  before  the  Jor¬ 
danian  guns  opened  fire.  King  Feisal 
of  Iraq,  head  of  the  new  Arab  Union, 
flew  to  Amman  and  told  Jordanian 
troops,  ''We  shall  endeavor  to  regain 
our  lost  rights  and  usurped  land  in 
Palestine.  Our  Union  leaves  no  room 
for  submisttiveness.” 

An  Amman  broadcast  on  May  19  re¬ 
minded  Jordanians  that  while  other 
Arabs  were  “waging  a  war  against  im¬ 
perialism  in  Algeria  and  other  parts 
of  the  Arab  homeland,”  Israel  still 
existed  as  a  “dagger  flung  in  the  heart 
of  the  Arab  world.”  The  same  broad¬ 
cast  boasted  that  the  new  Arab  Union 
would  “push  into  Ihe  battle  against 
Israel  a  great  military  force,  the  brave 
Iraqi  army.”  More  incitement  came 
from  Jordan’s  Premier  Samir  el-Rifa’i 
in  a  statement  threatening  Israel. 

The  Jordanian  shooting  spree  may 
have  been  a  demonstration  to  compete 
with  the  Nasser-inspired  violence  in 
Lebsmon.  It  coincided  with  reports  that 
tim  U.  S.  was  preparing  to  give  F-86 
ighter  Jet  planas  te  Ing,  of  a  new 
U.  S.  graat  te  97.i  million, 

and  of  the  aMIsiriaf  of  Iraqi  army 
wnits  at  MafMKU 


At  the  outset.  Secretary  of  State  Dulles  was  reported  to  have  told 
Senate  leaders  that  the  Administration  was  prepared  to  land  U.  S. 
military  forces  to  protect  American  lives  and  property  if  the  Lebanese 
government  was  unable  to  do  so,  and  if  Lebanon  was  prepared  to  take 
its  complaint  to  the  U.  N. 

But  there  were  misgivings  about  intervention  predicated  on  the 
need  to  evacuate  American  citizens.  Then  in  a  press  conference  on 
May  20,  Mr.  Dulles  recalled  that  when  Congress  adopted  the  Eisen¬ 
hower  Doctrine,  it  included  an  amendment  by  Sen.  Mike  Mansfield 
(D)  Mont.,  to  the  effect  that  *’the  U.  S.  regards  as  vital  to  the  national 
interest  and  world  peace  the  preservation  of  the  independence  and 
integrity  of  the  nations  of  the  Middle  East.”  Mr.  Dulles  interpreted 
this  as  ”a  mandate  to  do  something  if  we  think  that  our  peace  and 
vital  interests  are  endangered  from  any  quarter.”  And  President 
Eisenhower  confirmed  this  interpretation  at  his  press  conference  on 
May  28. 

The  fact  is  that  Sen.  Mansfield  never  intended  his  amendment 
to  broaden  the  authority  of  the  Administration.  In  his  view,  it  already 
had  the  authority  to  take  any  action  needed.  Democratic  leaders  then 
argued  that  by  requesting  authority  from  Congress,  the  President 
was  improperly  limiting  his  power  as  Commander-in-Chief  under  the 
Constitution.  Politically,  they  contended  that  the  President  was  re¬ 
flecting  on  President  Truman’s  course  in  Korea,  and  that  he  was  seek¬ 
ing  to  shift  his  responsibility  by  making  Cmigress  a  partner  in  any 
action  that  might  be  taken. 


When  the  Eisenhower  Doctrine  was  first  promulgated,  it  was  re¬ 
garded  as  welcotne  notice  that  the  Administration  would  not  stand 
still  and  permit  the  Soviet  Union  to  take  over  Near  East.  But  it 
was  broadly  eriticiaed  at  that  time  since  it  did  not  apply  to  all  aggres¬ 
sion  from  whatever  source.  New  Hr.  Dulles  has  movid  te  eteimite 
a  qualificatioB  which  obscured  and  east  doubt  on  the  fbmnem-  orl^er- 
icim  Jatenttone.  If  the  U.  S.  is  to  oee  ita  power  effectively  to  deter 
aagmsmeci  and  to  preserve  peace,  there  should  he  no  doubt  as  to  where 
we  stand,  whether  it  he  in  the  minds  of  our  own  people,  of  Moscow 
or  of  Near  East  kings  and  dictators.  If  there  still  is  some  doubt  as  to 
the  clarity  Md. force  of  U.  S.  intention,  the  Administration  would 
serve  wond  peace  if  it  succeeded  in  macfving  it,  once  and  for  aU. 


Following  nn  oatbrmk  of  polio  in 
Jordan,  laraal  ogared  a  nipply  of  Salk 
vaedne.  Amman  rejeetad  tha  offar. 
(CoHtmiud  m  peiw  100) 
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Moscow  Duet 

It  will  take  a  long:  time  to  learn  how 
much  President  Nasser  brougrht  back 
from  his  17-day  sojourn  in  the  Soviet 
Union.  It  is  reported  that  the  Egni>- 
tian  leader  was  able  to  secure  a  reduc¬ 
tion  in  Moscow’s  prices  for  industrial 
equipment  and  an  extension  of  time  of 
pasrment  for  military  supplies. 

But  there  are  some  indications  that 
Nasser  did  not  win  all  the  political 
support  he  sought  and  that  both  par¬ 
ties  were  disappointed. 

The  joint  communique  issued  by 
Nasser  and  Nikita  Khrushchev  com¬ 
mits  Nasser  to  a  pro-Soviet  position  on 
virtually  all  East-West  issues.  Nasser 
declared  that  Russia  is  a  ’‘peace-loving 
nation  and  only  imperialist,  false,  hos¬ 
tile  propaganda  says  you  are  arming 
and  preparing  for  war.”  In  his  reply, 
Khrushchev  declared  that  the  Russians 
wanted  solidarity  with  the  Arab  people 
under  Nasser’s  leadership  and  he  prom¬ 
ised  “all  the  help  yon  need  from  us.” 
But  it  is  said  that  Nasser  was  dis¬ 
turbed  by  Tito’s  unpopularity  in  Mos¬ 
cow,  since  he,  too,  prides  himself  on 
his  neutralism  and  has  announced  that 
he  will  visit  Tito  sometime  in  July. 

Did  Nasser  expect  a  strong  anti- 
Israel  statement  from  Moscow?  In 
almost  every  speech  during  his  tour, 
Nasser  launched  into  bitter  attacks  on 
Israel  as  “an  imperialist  creation”  and 
during  the  final  Soviet  demonstration 
in  Nasser’s  honor,  he  delivered  a  long 
tirade  against  Israel  as  a  “bridgehead 
of  aggression,”  declaring  that  Israel’s 
establishment  amid  the  Arab  countries 
threatened  the  Arabs. 

Perhaps  even  the  Communists  have 
memories.  It  is  an  odd  coincidence 
that  Nasser’s  attack  was  made  on  May 
16,  within  a.  few  hours  of  Israel’s  10th 
anniversary  and  the  Soviet  Union’s 
own  de  jure  recognition  of  Israel. 
Despite  Nasser’s  promptings,  Krush¬ 
chev  remained  silent  on  Israel.  But  the 
joint  communique  does  contain  a  pro¬ 
vocative — but  ambiguous — ^reference  to 
the  Arab  refugees  from  Palestine. 

It  said:  "The  two  governments  ex¬ 
amined  the  problem  of  the  rights  of 
Arabs  in  Palestine  and  the  question  of 
their  expulsion  from  their  native 
homes.  In  addition  they  examined  the 
question  of  the  ensuing  infringement 
of  human  rights  and  the  threat  to 
peace  and  security  in  that  area.  Both 
governments  reaffirm  their  full  sup¬ 
port  for  the  legitimate  rights  of  the 
Arabs  in  Palestine.” 

This  may  prove  to  be  merely  a  prop¬ 
aganda  dedaration  rather  than  a  por¬ 
tent  of  Soviet  plans  to  pressure  Israel 
into  accepting  the  return  of  large  num¬ 
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bers  of  dissident  Arabs  determined  on 
Israel’s  destruction.  Such  a  reckless 
proposal  would  serve  the  interests  of 
neither  Israel  nor  the  Arab  refugees 
themselves.  No  one  should  labor  under 
the  illusion  that  the  Russians  really 
care  about  the  plight  of  the  And) 
refugees.  In  the  last  decade  the 
Soviet  bloc  has  not  contributed  a  ruble 
to  help  ameliorate  Arab  refugee  suf¬ 
fering  or  to  aid  in  Arab  refugee  re¬ 
settlement. 

Deadline  on  Refugee  Aid? 

While  the  Russians  and  Nasser  were 
engaged  in  this  propaganda  gambit, 
members  of  the  U.  S.  Congress  were 
voting  an  additional  $26  million  as 
America’s  1968-1969  contribution  for 
Arab  refugee  relief.  This  will  bring 
America’s  total  contribution  close  to  the 
$200  million  mark  since  1948.  The  Com¬ 
munists  draw  political  dividends  in  the 
Arab  refugee  camps  while  investing  no 
capital,  whereas  the  American  people 
earn  nothing  but  abuse  for  their  con¬ 
tinuing  aid  to  the  refugees. 

Obviously,  American  patience  is  not 
inexhaustible,  and  the  time  is  drawing 
near  when  there  will  be  insistence  on 
action.  This  view  was  expressed  em¬ 
phatically  in  a  report  issued  on  May 
19  by  three  members  of  the  House 
Foreign  Affairs  Conunittee,  Reps. 
Wayne  L.  Hays  (D)  Ohio,  Chairman, 
Barratt  O’Hara  (D)  Ill.,  and  Marguerite 
Stitt  Church  (R)  Ill.  The  three  Con¬ 
gressmen  last  fall  constituted  a  special 
study  mission  to  the  Near-  East  and 
Africa  and  reported  extensively  on 
American  policy  in  many  countries  in 
the  region  as  well  as  on  the  plight  of 
the  Palestine  refugees.  They  called  on 
local  governments  to  promote  resettle¬ 
ment. 

“Unlike  refugees  in  other  parts  of 
the  world,  the  Palestine  refugees  are 
no  different  in  language  and  social  or¬ 
ganization  from  the  other  Arabs.  Re¬ 
settlement,  therefore,  would  be  in  a 
familiar  environment,”  the  Congress¬ 
men  said.  “If  the  local  g^)vemments 
are  unwilling  to  tackle  the  problem 
except  on  their  own  terms,  there  is 
little  incentive  for  outside  governments 
to  continue  financial  support.  The  orig¬ 
inal  humanitarian  impulse  which  led 
to  the  creation  and  perpetuation  of 
UNRWA  is  gradually  being  perverted 
into  a  political  weapon. 

“At  various  times  Congressional 
gnK>up8  have  urged  that  the  U.  S.  serve 
notice  that  our  support  will  terminate 
within  two  or  three  years.  This  will 
permit  a  more  orderly  shift  of  respons- 
ffnlity  to  those  to  whom  it  properiy  be¬ 
longs.  It  may  be  that  certain  countries 


will  need  some  temporary  assistance  to 
tide  them  over  the  period  of  integration 
of  the  refugees.  The  hue  and  cry 
against  the  U.  S.  for  ending  its  support 
will  hardly  be  any  greater  than  it  is 
presently  when  we  are  paying  the 
major  share  of  the  bill.  If  it  forces 
local  grovemments  to  make  some  effort 
on  their  part,  it  will  have  served  a  use¬ 
ful  purpose.  The  study  mission  believes 
it  is  time  to  serve  notice  that  our 

^  Comment  I 

lat^  ])«  tndlcateU  its  acceptsnee  ia 
'  *  pnh'  “Mioa  of  tlM  •"’CO  IB  P** 

The  following  obeervations  were 
made  by  the  noted  historian.  Dr.  Henry 
Steele  Commager,  of  Amherst  College 
in  a  speech  delivered  in  New  York, 
May  19: 

“Without  too  much  distortion  of  his¬ 
tory  we  can  trace  two  fairly  clear 
patterns  in  the  history  of  modem 
nationalism:  the  malignant  and  the 
benign.  The  first  has  tended  always  to 
emphasize  the  local,  the  parochial,  the 
private,  the  selfish,  the  things  that 
separate  men  from  each  other.  It  has 
commonly  taken  the  form  of  chauvin¬ 
ism,  militarism,  territorial  and  cultural 
imperialism.  .  .  . 

“The  other  pattern  has  been  in  whole 
benevolent.  It  has  preferred  the  agen¬ 
cies  of  peace  to  the  instruments  of  war, 
has  celebrated  the  common  inheritance 
of  man  rather  than  the  things  that 
divide  man,  has  connected  itself  with 
freedom  and  equality,  and  popular 
enlightenment  and  morality.  .  .  . 

“The  Middle  lUtst  furnishes  us  now 
with  a  fateful  test  of  nationalism.  Who 
can  doubt  that  the  Arab  states  are  fol¬ 
lowing— or  are  being  maneuvered  into 
— the  malig^iant  tradition  of  national¬ 
ism  established  by  countries  like  Ger¬ 
many,  Russia  and  Japan?  As  they 
confront  us  today  they  present  the 
spectacle  of  a  nationalism  nourished 
not  on  the  rich  soil  of  their  own  ancient 
civilization  nor  on  pride  in  the  long 
past  or  faith  in  their  future  but  on 
fear,  jealousy,  covetousness,  territorial, 
racial  and  religious  antipathies.  Who 
can  doubt  (except  Mr.  Toynbee  per¬ 
haps)  that  Israel  with  its  deep  rooted 
religious  and  humanistic  traditions,  its 
historic  devotion  to  the  arts  of  peace, 
its  long  membership  in  the  great  com¬ 
munity  of  learning  represents  not  only 
in  the  Middle  East  but  among  all  the 
nations  of  our  time,  a  nationalism  that 
is  humane,  civilized  and  benign.” 
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contributions  are  nearing  an  end." 

The  committee's  report  is  critical  of 
U.  S.  policies  and  declares  that  they 
“have  had  relatively  little  favorable 
impact  on  the  masses  in  the  Near 
East.  .  .  .  Our  policies  and  programs 
.  .  .  are  met  with  denunciation  and 
ridicule  .  .  .  Large  policy  statements 
like  the  Eisenhower  Doctrine  seem  to 
the  peoples  of  the  area  unrelated  to  the 
problems  they  face.  The  hard  fact  for 
the  U.  S.  is  that  the  priorities  and 
values  in  which  we  are  interested  are 
not  the  same  as  those  of  the  Near  East, 
particularly  the  Arab  world.” 

Among  specific  recommendations 
made  by  the  mission  were  the  con* 
sideration  of  foreign  aid  programs  by 
Congress  on  a  country-by-country 
basis,  rather  than  on  a  global  basis, 
better  technical  assistance  programs, 
a  more  powerful  Voice  of  America  for 
the  Near  East  and  Africa,  more  visual 
type  information  programs  to  over¬ 
come  the  high  degree  of  illiteracy  of 
most  of  the  countries  involved,  and 
an  enlarged  exchange  of  persons 
program. 

In  another  part  of  its  report,  the 
Committee  declared  that  any  decision 
on  the  part  of  the  U.  S.  to  extend  aid 
to  the  nations  of  Africa  or  the  Near 
East  should  not  be  influenced  by  what 
the  Russians  have  offered  or  promised 
to  do  for  these  countries.  “The  ob¬ 
jective  of  U.  S.  aid,”  the  Committee 
said,  “must  be  to  enable  friendly  coun¬ 
tries  to  remain  free.”  In  the  case  of 
Egypt,  the  Committee  declared  that  “it 
is  necessary  that  a  new  and  fresh  start 
be  made  to  restore  Arm  and  friendly 
relations  with  the  Egyptian  govern¬ 
ment.  There  is  sufficient  good  will  on 
both  sides  to  make  a  workable  under¬ 
standing  possible.  But,  such  a  work¬ 
able  understanding  is  necessary  before 
any  useful  discussions  on  economic 
assistance  and  mutual  aid  may  be 
entered  into.” 

Incorrigible 

These  observations  were  made  before 
Nasser  went  to  Moscow.  For  a  time 
there  has  been  strong  pressure  to  try 
to  restore  friendly  relations  with  Nas¬ 
ser  because  he  is  reimbursing  Suez 
Canal  stockholders.  But  the  pro-Nasser 
boom  has  been  deflated  not  so  much 
because  of  the  Moscow  trip  but  be¬ 
cause  of  his  attempt  to  subvert  Le¬ 
banon  and  his  new,  violent  propaganda 
attacks  against  the  U.  S.  Although 
there  are  still  pro-Nasser  forces  in  the 
Senate  and  in  some  sections  of  the 
State  Department,  Mr.  Dulles  is  said 
to  regrard  Nasser  as  incorrigrible. 

American  diplomats  are  aware  that 
the  issue  is  not  clear  cut  in  Lebanon. 
President  Camille  Chamoun  does  have 
opposition  from  both  pro-Westem 
Christians  as  well  as  Nasser’s  Moslem 
followers  because  he  was  said  to  want 
another  six-year  term,  and  the  demon¬ 
strations  which  have  been  carried  on 
recall  the  similar  methods  he  employed 
six  years  ago  to  block  another  term 
for  his  predecessor. 

Accor^ngly,  Chamoun’s  decision  not 


Policy  for  Peoco 

Sen.  Mike  Mansfield  (D)  Mont.,  out¬ 
lined  what  he  described  as  an  affirma¬ 
tive  policy  in  the  Middle  East  in  a  for¬ 
eign  policy  statement  on  the  Senate 
floor  on  May  22.  He  stressed  the  need 
for  better  understanding  of  the  basic 
pressures  in  the  Near  East,  which,  he 
said,  were  caused  by  the  impact  of 
nationalism. 

America  had  many  special  interests 
in  the  region,  he  said,  but  our  basic 
interest  was  a  “durable  and  vital 
peace”  which  took  precedence  over  any 
particular  American  interest.  He  criti¬ 
cized  American  policy  for  failing  to 
show  clarity  of  purpose  as  well  as  a 
“lack  of  discrimination  toward  nation¬ 
alism.”  He  said  that  our  policy  should 
(1)  develop  alternative  routes  to  the 
Suez  Canal  and  the  present  oil  pipe¬ 
lines;  (2)  arrange  “alternate  defense 
plans”  in  which  there  would  be  no 
“servile  submission  to  one-sided  terms, 
to  conditions  which  degrade  this  na¬ 
tion”;  and  (3)  make  absolutely  clear 
that  the  U.  S.  has  a  “deep  interest  in 
the  survival  and  progress  of  Israel.” 
This  would  also  apply  to  any  of  the 
Arab  states  as  long  as  they  work  to¬ 
ward  peace. 

Our  present  policy  now  is  a  “gi¬ 
gantic,  expensive  holding  operation,” 
the  Montana  Senator  said.  He  urged 
the  Administration  to  take  strong  steps 
to  bring  about  an  Arab-Israel  peace, 
rejecting  any  solution  by  force.  The 
U.  S.,  he  said,  will  never  support  “the 
fantasy  of  some  Arab  leaders”  of  push¬ 
ing  Israel  into  the  sea,  or  of  Israel  ex¬ 
panding  at  Arab  expense. 

He  proposed  four  steps  toward  an 


to  seek  another  term  will  clarify  re¬ 
sponsibility  for  the  situation  in 
I^banon. 

Nasser’s  apologists  have  been  putting 
out  a  story  that  he  himself  is  not  at 
all  involved  in  Lebanon  and  that  what 
has  happened  there  is  the  work  of 
Communists  who  are  seeking  to  em¬ 
barrass  him  because  they  resent  .the 
fact  that  he  clamped  down  on  the 
Communists  in  Syria.  Furthermore, 
say  the  pro-Nasser  spokesmen,  the 
Soviet  Union  stands  to  grain  by  the 
upheaval  in  Lebanon,  and  the  Soviet 
Union  is  canying  on  this  campaigrn  in 
a  shrewd  maneuver  to  estrange  Nasser 
and  Washingrton. 

Top  Washingrton  officials  do  not  buy 
this  story.  They  believe  that  Cairo’s 
anti-Western  propagranda  is  the  major 
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Arab-Israel  peace:  (1)  The  U.  S.  should 
dispel  all  fears  of  aggrression  by  the 
Arabs  or  by  Israel  by  stationing  a  UN 
emergrency  force  on  the  borders  of  any 
nation  requesting  it.  (2)  The  U.  S. 
should  take  the  initiative  in  the  UN 
and  call  on  the  Arabs  and  Israel  to  end 
the  present  state  of  belligrerency  and 
begin  negotiating  directly  for  peace. 
(3)  The  UN  with  U.  S.  support  should 
set  up  an  international  control  of  the 
arms  traffic  in  the  Near  East.  (4)  The 
U.  S.  should  provide  larg;e-scale  eco¬ 
nomic  aid  to  those  states  ready  to  co¬ 
operate  in  this  prognram. 

Sen.  Mansfield  pointed  out:  “It  is 
time,  in  short,  to  determine  who  is 
really  afraid  of  war  and  who  is  really 
afraid  of  peace  in  the  Middle  East.” 

Encouraging  Economic  Progross 

The  Development  Loan  Fund  author¬ 
ized  a  15-year  $15  million  loan  for  the 
government  of  Israel  to  be  used  for 
the  import  of  materials,  machinery  and 
other  equipment  for  electric  power, 
road  and  railroad  transportation,  fac¬ 
tories,  farms,  and  mining  projects. 

Foreign  Aid 

The  Senate  Foreign  Relations  Com¬ 
mittee  restored  $110  million  of  the  cuts 
in  the  foreign  aid  biU  made  by  the 
House,  and  sent  to  the  floor  a  bill  au¬ 
thorizing  $S  billion  in  new  money  for 
the  1958-59  fiscal  year.  This  is  about 
$280  million  less  than  the  amount  re¬ 
quested  by  President  Eisenhower.  The 
committee  recommended  eliminating 
Battle  Act  restrictions  on  U.  S.  aid  to 
the  Soviet  bloc  except  the  USSR,  China 
and  North  Korea. 


cause  of  the  disturbances  in  Lebanon. 
They  doubt  that  Nasser  wants  to  swal¬ 
low  up  Lebanon  as  he  did  Syria.  He  is 
having  enough  trouble  digresting  that 
country,  and  Lebanon,  a  highly  West¬ 
ernized  conimunity,  would  not  be  easily 
absorbed  by  Egjrpt.  Nasser  has  a  more 
limited  objective.  What  Nasser  is  seek¬ 
ing  to  do  is  to  establish  that  no  pres¬ 
ident  in  Lebanon  may  hold  office  with¬ 
out  his  approval.  He  seeks  to  dominate 
if  not  to  absorb.  Whatever  happens, 
however,  Lebanon’s  close  aligrnment 
with  the  West  will  be  modified.  Leb¬ 
anon  is  the  most  European  of  any  Arab 
country  but  many  forces  there  argrue 
that  Lebanon  belongs  to  the  Arab 
world,  not  to  the  West,  and  the  cry  is 
for  a  return  to  Arab  nationalism  in 
the  land  where  the  movement  began. 


99 


Incitement  from  Cairo 

The  controlled  press  and  radio  in 
Cairo  and  Damasciu  call  on  the  Leb¬ 
anese  to  revolt,  while  at  the  same  time 
Nasser  continues  to  deny  UAR  inter¬ 
ference  in  Lebanon.  Typical  of  the 
Cairo  appeals  was  the  open  call  for 
revolution  sounded  by  Cairo’s  diief 
commentator,  Ahmad  Said,  May  20.  He 
said;  “My  brother  in  Lebanon,  there 
is  no  other  way  before  you  than  the 
revolution  to  achieve  your  hopes.  Tour 
enemies  are  now  killing  and  murdering 
your  free  people.  There  is  no  other 
way  for  you  but  to  rise  and  fight  them 
with  their  own  weapons.” 

UAR  propaganda  regularly  de¬ 
nounces  President  Camille  Chamoun 
and  Foreign  Minister  Charles  Malik 
in  slanderous  terms  and  charges  them 
with  endangering  world  peace.  One 
Cairo  broadcast,  quoting  the  violent 
accusations  of  a  Syrian  newspaper, 
said:  “Chamoun  and  Malik  will  not 
escape  responsibility  before  Lebanon 
and  the  Ar^  people.  Their  crimes  will 
be  remembered  as  long  as  there  is  a 
Lebanon  and  an  Arab  people.” 

The  semi-<^cial  Cairo  newspaper, 
Al  Gomhouria,  describes  the  “sinister 
behavior  of  the  Chamoun  government 
and  the  statement  made  by  the  official 
spokesman  for  the  American  State  De¬ 
partment  as  regards  the  Washington 
government's  intention  to  interfere 
militarily  in  this  internal  crisis  in  order 
to  support  Chamoun  against  the  people 
of  Lebanon.” 

Attacks  on  the  U.  S.  and  on  Secretary 
of  State  Dulles  have  increased.  A 
Damascus  broadcast  linked  the  Leb¬ 
anese  uprising  with  anti-American 


demonstrations  in  South  America.  “The 
cause  of  the  armed  conflict  in  Lebanon 
is  the  refusal  of  the  Lebanese  people  to 
accept  the  policy  which  the  U.  S.  is  try¬ 
ing  to  impose,”  the  broadcast  said  on 
May  17. 

Another  Damascus  broadcast,  beamed 
especially  for  Turkish  ears,  charged 
that  U.  S.  prestige  was  declining,  that 
the  U.  S.  had  failed  to  live  up  to  its 
promises  of  aid,  and  that  Lebanon  was 
suffering  today  because  she  had  ac¬ 
cepted  the  Eisenhower  Doctrine  in  the 
expectation  of  aid  which  never  came. 
The  conunentary  implied  that  Turkey 
would  suffer  the  same  fate. 

Cairo  on  May  22  accused  Secretary 
Dulles  of  broadening  the  Eisenhower 
Doctrine  to  mean  “open  interference 
with  the  help  of  the  American  fleets 
to  suppress  the  liberation  movements 
and  impose  the  desired  policy.”  It 
said  the  Secretary  was  trying  to  “make 
excuses”  for  the  unrest  in  Lebanon 
and  of  using  “ridiculous  logic”  in  as¬ 
serting  that  “the  independence  of  Leb¬ 
anon  is  a  vital  matter  to  the  safety  of 
the  U.  S.” 

Still  another  Cairo  broadcast  charged 
Deputy  Under  Secretary  of  State 
Robert  Murphy  with  making  “false 
allegations”  in  blaming  the  UAR  for 
the  Lebanese  unrest. 

Incitements  to  violence  are  also  com¬ 
ing  from  a  secret  transmitter  calling 
itself  the  Voice  of  Free  Lebanon,  which 
has  been  traced  to  Syria. 

Solution  by  Liquidation 

Alfred  Lilienthal  believes  that  the 
only  way  to  solve  the  Middle  East  crisis 
is  to  move  all  the  Jews  out  of  Israel. 
In  Beirut,  shortly  before  the  anti- 
government  riots,  he  told  the  news¬ 
paper  Hayat  that  Mozambique  in  Portu¬ 
guese  East  Africa  was  a  suitable  new 
country  in  which  to  settle  the  Israelis. 
He  said  that  he  had  been  trying  to  get 
Portugal’s  agreement  to  such  a  plan. 


adding:  “I  am  opposed  to  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  a  Jewish  state  .  .  .  but  the 
West  would  not  permit  2  million  Jews 
to  be  thrown  into  the  sea.” 


the  ne§es 

continued 

• 

The  first  cabinet  of  the  Arab  Union 
of  Iraq  and  Jordan  took  office  in  Bagh¬ 
dad  with  Nuri  as-Said  as  the  premier. 
Under  the  agreement  Jordan’s  forces 
are  absorbed  in  the  Iraq  army. 


Pan  American  Petroleum,  a  sub¬ 
sidiary  of  Standard  Oil  of  Indiana,  be¬ 
came  the  first  American  oil  company 
to  breach  the  60-60  profit  sharing 
arrangement  on  Mideast  oil  when  it 
signed  an  agreement  with  Iran  under 
which  it  will  receive  only  26  percent  of 
the  profits.  Terms  of  the  agreement  are 
similar  to  those  existing  between  Iran 
and  Italy. 

• 

Impelled  by  the  increasing  threat 
from  Yemen  and  aroused  by  inflam- 
atory  broadcasts  over  Cairo  radio,  6 
of  the  most  important  of  the  23  recog¬ 
nized  rulers  of  the  Aden  Protectorate 
States  began  negotiations  for  the  for¬ 
mation  of  an  Aden  federation.  Four 
of  the  sheikhs  have  flown  to  London 
to  seek  British  aid. 

Internal  opposition  to  the  federation 
comes  from  Nasserites  as  well  as  from 
the  Sultan  of  Lahej,  who  in  the  past 
has  permitted  Yemen  troops  to  pass 
through  his  territory. 


Archbishop  Makarios,  exiled  leader 
of  the  Greek  Cypriots,  is  scheduled  to 
visit  President  Nasser  in  Cairo  early 
this  month. 


